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T005-2.15
Section 4.16.1.2 contains updated information on property values.

T005-2.16
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.

T005-2.17
Sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.7 and Appendix C discuss the size of a
potential LNG spill. Sections 4.3.4 and 4.7.4 describe the impacts
of a potential LNG spill and mitigation measures. Your statement is
included in the public record and will be taken into account by
decision-makers when they consider the proposed Project.

T005-3
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/T005



2004/T005

T005-4.1
On December 1, 2004, Admiral Collins, Commandant, USCG,
responded to your request.

All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a Revised Draft EIR was recirculated
in March 2006 under the CEQA for an additional public review
period of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on
this topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold one or more
hearings to certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant
a lease. The California Coastal Commission will also hold a
hearing. Comments received will be evaluated before any final
decision is made regarding the proposed Project.

T005-4.2
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission.

T005-4.3
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy



Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

T005-4.4
Section 4.2 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1)
address the public safety issues associated with this Project.
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T005-4.5
Sections 4.16.1 and 4.16.4 describe the existing conditions,
potential impacts on, and mitigation measures concerning the
fishing industries. Sections 4.3.1 and 4.3.4 describe potential
impacts on commercial vessel traffic and associated mitigation
measures.

T005-4.6
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks. Appendix C3-2 contains additional
information on marine safety and security requirements.

T005-4.7
Section 4.11.1 describes geologic hazards in the Santa Barbara
Channel.

T005-4.8
Section 4.7.4 contains information on marine resources, Section
4.8.4 contains information on wildlife, and Section 4.15 contains
information on other natural resources.

T005-4.9
Section 4.14 contains information on noise, Section 4.6 contains
information on air quality, Section 4.18 contains information on
water quality, Section 4.4 contains information on visual impacts,
and Section 4.13 contains information on coastal development.

T005-4.10
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-5.1
Thank you for the information. Your statement is included in the
public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers
when they consider the proposed Project.
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T005-6
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-6.1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.
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T005-6.2
Section 4.2.8 addresses safety issues related to natural gas
pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated risk
of Project pipeline incidents.

T005-6.3
Section 4.13.1 contains information on sensitive land uses in
proximity to proposed and alternative pipeline routes, such as
schools. There are no schools in the immediate vicinity of either of
the proposed pipeline routes. Section 4.2.8 describes regulations
regarding pipelines, including the requirement to establish public
education programs to prevent and respond to pipeline
emergencies. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated
risk of Project pipeline incidents. Section 4.16.1.2 describes
emergency planning and response capabilities in the Project area.

The proposed pipelines within Oxnard city limits would meet
standards that are more stringent than those of existing pipelines
because they would meet the minimum design criteria for a U.S.
Department of Transportation (USDOT) Class 3 location. Also, MM
PS-4c includes the installation of additional mainline valves
equipped with either remote valve controls or automatic line break
controls. SoCalGas operates high-pressure natural gas pipelines
throughout Southern California.

T005-6.4
Section 4.13.1.3 contains information on this topic.
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T005-6.5
See the response to Comment T005-6.1.

T005-7
Thank you for the information.
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T005-8.1
Public information on the Applicant's LNG experience is available
on the company's website (www.bhpbilliton.com). The Applicant is
required to adhere to all applicable Federal, State, and local laws,
regulations, and permit requirements in the execution of all phases
of the Project. Section 4.2.6 states, "The environmental and
occupational safety record for the Applicant\'s worldwide
operations, including, for example, mining ventures overseas, was
not considered in evaluating potential public safety concerns
associated with this Project because such operations are not
directly comparable to the processes in the proposed Project." The
conclusions in the EIS/EIR are based on the analyses of potential
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and the
implementation assumptions stated in Section 4.1.7. However, the
Applicant's safety and environmental record may well be taken into
account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-8.2
Section 4.19 contains information on environmental justice issues
and impacts as addressed by State and Federal regulations.

T005-8.3
Section 2.1 and Appendix C3-2 identify applicable safety standards
for pipelines. Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety
requirements for pipelines. Sections 4.2.4, 4.2.7.3, and 4.2.8.2
identify agencies with the authority and responsibility for safety
standards, design reviews, and compliance inspections.
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T005-9
Thank you for the information.
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T005-10.1
Thank you for the information.
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T005-10.2
Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1),
and the U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories'
review of the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C2) contain
revised information on the 1977 Oxnard study.

T005-11
Thank you for the information.
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T005-12.1
The FSRU would be located outside of the current boundary of the
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary (CINMS) and vessels
associated with Cabrillo Port operations would not be expected to
enter the CINMS. Sections 4.7.1.4, 4.13.2.2, and 4.20.1.5 discuss
the potential expansion of the CINMS boundary, which is not
proposed at this time. Sections 4.7.4, 4.15.4, 4.16.4, and 4.18.4
describe potential impacts on the marine environment and
proposed mitigation measures to reduce those potential impacts.
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T005-13
Thank you for the information.
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T005-14.1
Thank you for the information.
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T005-14.2
Sections 4.2.7.3 and 4.3.1.5 contain information on the use of
American crews and U.S.-flagged vessels.
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T005-15.1
Sections 4.16.1 and 4.16.4 contain information on existing
commercial fishing conditions and Project impacts.
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T005-16.1
Section 2.1 contains information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU. The Cabrillo Port must be designed
in accordance with applicable standards, and the U.S. Coast Guard
has final approval. Section 4.2.4 contains information on Federal
and State agency jurisdiction and cooperation. The Deepwater Port
Act specifies regulations that all deepwater ports must meet;
Section 4.2.7.3 contains information on design and safety
standards for the deepwater port. Section 4.2.8.2 contains
information on pipeline safety and inspections. Impact EJ-1 in
Section 4.19.4 addresses additional pipeline design requirements in
areas of low-income and minority communities. The EIS/EIR's
analyses have been developed with consideration of these factors
and regulations and in full conformance with the requirements of
NEPA and the CEQA.

T005-16.2
The LNG carriers would meet all applicable national and
international standards as described in Section 4.2.7.3. Prior to
initial cargo operations at the FSRU and periodically thereafter,
each carrier's compliance with these standards would be verified by
the USCG in accordance with Title 46 Code of Federal Regulations
Part 153.

T005-16.3
Section 4.13.1 contains information on sensitive land uses in
proximity to proposed and alternative pipeline routes, such as
schools. There are no schools in the immediate vicinity of either of
the proposed pipeline routes. Section 4.2.8 describes regulations
regarding pipelines, including the requirement to establish public
education programs to prevent and respond to pipeline
emergencies. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated
risk of Project pipeline incidents. Section 4.16.1.2 describes
emergency planning and response capabilities in the Project area.

The proposed pipelines within Oxnard city limits would meet
standards that are more stringent than those of existing pipelines
because they would meet the minimum design criteria for a U.S.
Department of Transportation (USDOT) Class 3 location. Also, MM
PS-4c includes the installation of additional mainline valves



equipped with either remote valve controls or automatic line break
controls. SoCalGas operates high-pressure natural gas pipelines
throughout Southern California.

Section 4.19 contains information on environmental justice.
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T005-16.4
Section 4.16 contains information on economic effects, and Section
4.19 contains an environmental justice analysis.

T005-17.1
Both NEPA and the CEQA require the consideration of alternatives
to a proposed project. A lead agency's lack of jurisdiction over a
potential alternative is one factor that it may consider in determining
if a potential alternative is feasible, reasonable, and merits detailed
study in an EIS/EIR. Whether a potential alternative is purely
hypothetical or speculative, or whether the potential alternative can
be accomplished in a successful manner in a reasonable period of
time are additional factors the lead agency may consider in
assessing the feasibility and reasonability of the potential
alternative.

From a NEPA perspective, while a Federal agency must analyze "a
range of reasonable alternatives" (as opposed to any and all
possible alternatives), and may be required to analyze an
alternative that is outside the capability of an applicant and that is
outside the jurisdiction of the agency, the threshold question in
determining whether to analyze any alternative is whether that
alternative would be a "reasonable" alternative. Reasonable
alternatives include those that are practical and feasible from the
technical and economic standpoint and using common sense (CEQ
40 Questions; #2a).

To provide for an effective "hard look" at the alternatives the
agency must limit the range to those alternatives that will best serve
the environmental review process, and not needlessly examine and
discuss in depth remote or speculative alternatives that that
discussion does not facilitate a better decision making process. As
stated in 40 CFR 1502.14(a), the EIS should "rigorously explore
and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and for
alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, briefly
discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated."

Section 15126.6(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines states, in part,
"[t]he Lead Agency is responsible for selecting a range of project
alternatives for examination and must publicly disclose its
reasoning for selecting those alternatives." The California Supreme
Court in the Citizens of Goleta Valley case recognized that while an
agency's jurisdiction was only one factor to consider, "[t]he law



does not require in-depth review of alternatives that cannot be
realistically considered and successfully accomplished." In addition,
the discussion in section 15364 in the State CEQA Guidelines
states that "[t]he lack of legal powers of an agency to use in
imposing an alternative or mitigation measure may be as great a
limitation as any economic, environmental, social, or technological
factor."

Chapter 3 discusses energy conservation, efficiency, and
renewable sources of energy, and explains why these potential
alternatives were not studied in detail in the EIS/EIR. The range of
alternatives studied in detail is reasonable and conforms to NEPA
and the CEQA requirements.

T005-17.2
NEPA and the CEQA do not dictate an amount of information to be
provided but rather prescribe a level of treatment, which may in turn
require varying amounts of information to enable reviewers and
decision-makers to evaluate and compare alternatives. Sections
3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable energy
sources, within the context of the California Energy Commission's
2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and Federal energy
reports, as alternatives to replace additional supplies of natural gas.

2004/T005



2004/T005



2004/T005

T005-18
Thank you and Senator Feinstein for your interest in the Project.
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